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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on July 14, 2008 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed July 14, 2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant argued that the combination of Ravishankar and Puuskari does not 
disclose providing reordered messages from a protocol layer in a mobile station according to 
service access point indicators. However, Puuskari notes that SAPI is provided for each QoS 
profile (para. 62). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1-8, 23-28, 43-48 and 63-68 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ravishankar et al. (US 2003/0060210) in view of Puuskari et al. (US 
2002/0032800). 

2. Regarding claims 1, 23, 43 and 63, Ravishankar discloses a method performed by a 
mobile station to transfer data in a wireless packet network (fig. 1-3). The method comprising at 
a protocol layer receiving packet data from an upper protocol layer (figs. 2a and 2b; para. 4; 
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note: applications in the application layer; para. 5; para. 36, lines 1-5; paras. 55 and 63) 
belonging to PDP contexts (figs. 3d and 3e; note: VOIP session and data session) and delivering 
the packet data from the layer (fig. 3d and 3e, steps 356 and 370). Further regarding claim 23, 
the method if performed by a mobile station having a controller (para. 73) and a layered 
transmission protocol arrangement (figs. 2a and 2b). 

3. However, Ravishankar does not disclose reordering the packet data. Puuskari discloses 
reordering packet data (paras. 48-49). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in 
the art at the time the invention was made to reorder data in the invention of Ravishankar in 
order to schedule data according to priority or QoS (Puuskari, paras. 37 and 48-49). 

4. Regarding claims 2-4, 24, 44 and 64, activation PDP contexts are provided (fig. 3a, step 
302) using TBFs (para. 7) to provide a requested QoS. 

5. Regarding claims 5-8, 25-28, 45-48 and 65-68, some of the limitations of these claims 
have been addresses in the rejection of claims 2-4 above. However, Ravishankar does not 
disclose determining if packets are received in-sequence. Although, Ravishankar discloses that 
packets have a sequence number (para. 66). Further, one skilled in the art would recognize that 
RTP packets are reordered. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to check the sequence of packets in the invention of Ravishankar in 
order to transmit the packets in their proper sequence as is known in the art. 

Claims 9-11, 13-22, 29-31, 34-42, 49-50, 52-62, 69-70 and 73-82 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ravishankar in view of Puuskari as applied to claim 8 
above, and further in view of Yang et al. (US 6,996,061). 

6. Regarding claim 9, 29, 49 and 69, Ravishankar does not disclose buffering data to be 
scheduled. Yang discloses buffers for holding data to be scheduled (fig. 4). Therefore, it would 
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have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to have a buffer to 
hold data to be schedule in the invention of Ravishankar in order to accept data and temporarily 
prevent the transmission of the data as is known in the art. 

7. Regarding claims 10-11, 13-22, 30-31, 34-42, 50-62, 70, 73-82, the system is 
standardized GPRS having standardized LLC and/or RLC data units associated with a 
standardized GMM unit (fig. 2a), where the standards includes SAPI information and where the 
transmission modes include ACK and UNACK (fig. 3c, step 342; para. 62). 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin Harper whose telephone number is 571-272-3166. The 
examiner can normally be reached weekdays from 1 1 :00 AM to 7:00 PM ET. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bill Trost, can be reached at 571-272-7872. The centralized fax number for the 
Patent Office is 571-273-8300. For non-official communications, the examiner's personal fax 
number is 571-273-3166 and the examiner's e-mail address is kevin.harper@uspto.gov. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications associated with a customer number is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see portal.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative 
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or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 
571-272-1000. 



/Kevin C. Harper/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2616 

August 4, 2008 



